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A 
To the Author of a late Paper, Entituled, 
AVindication of the Divines of the Church of Eng. G&c. 


In Defence of the Hiſtory of 


PASSIVE OBEDIENCE. 


SIR, 


T is the good fortuneof ſome Books to meet with ſuch 
trivial Anſwers, as mightily advance the eſteem of 
them, and I aſſure you Yours to the Hiſtory of Paflive 
Obedtence, is {o very triflicig, that were it not for the 
real, and it may be particular concern you ſhew in it, 
one would think, the Ruthor of the Hiſtory, or ſome of 

his friends had written it on purpoſe to ſet off his Book. 
You paſs a ſevere Cenſure upon it in your firſt Para- 
oraph, but in the ſecond you ſay, you ſhould not have fo 
Cenſured it, had it come abroad ſome conſiderable time be- 
fore the firſt of Augult, but ſince it came out ſo late, you 
think it was the principal deſign of it to expoſe thoſe Divines 
who have taken the Oath, But Sir, if it be ſo ealie a Task, 
a5 you make it in the third Paragraph to ſhew, that the 
New Oath of Allegiance, is 0 whit repugnant with the Do- 
Frine of the moſt abſolute Paſſrve Obedience: Why ſhould 
you think ſo learned an Author ſhould have ſo fooliſh a de- 
liga ? I cannot believe he could be ſo ſilly, as to think his 
Hiſtory could make the world believe, that the generality 
of our Divines are fallen under the guilt of Apoſtacy, and Per- 
jury, if indeed it be ſo ealie to prove, that even thoſe who 
A 2 have 
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have Skrew'd up the doftrine of Non-reſiſt ance to. the weyy 
higheſt peg, may lawfully take the Oath, and transfer their Al. 
legiance, 

But to let that paſs, Sir, how doth it appear, that this 
was the Author's deſign ? Tr is hard to judge of mens In. 
tentions beyond what rhey delare themſelves ; and when 
the Author ſaith expreſly, he wrote the H:/fory for other 
reaſons, it was ſomewhat raſh and uncharitable in a Divine 
to ſay, that this was his apparent and principal deſign, 
He tells you plainly enough 1n his Preface, he wrote his 
Hiſtory againſt four ſorts of men. Firſt againſt thoſe, ho 
ridiculed the doftrine of Paſſive Obedience : Secondly, again} 
thole who affirmed it was a doitrine no older than Archbiſhop 
Laud: Thirdly againſt thoſe, who averr that the Charch, 


and her Divines have taught it for their own Intereſts: and 


Fourthly againſt thoſe, who of late reje@t that DoQrine 
upon Popiſh Principles, that Power « originally iy the People, 
and that the Foundation of alt Government u 1aid in Compatt,oec. 
To all which he oppoſes the authority of the Church, and 
the concurrent judgment of her Dines from the begin- 
ning of the Reformation ; hoping to perſwade the world 
thatſo many pious and Jearned Men could not fo unani- 
moully agree in an Erxor ; or Preach,and Write in ſo many 
Reigns meerly toflatter their Princes,and gratife their own 
Ambition. 

This is the apparent deſign of that work, and I hope tt 
might become a Chriſtian, and Proteſtant, and member of oar 
Church,; and to. make you believe that it was as pioully, 
and charitably intended, as you ſay you would have hoped, 
had it come ont before the firſt of Auguſt : I aſſure you that 
it was deſigned by the Author ro come out long before, and 
that the difficulty of getting of it Printed was the cauſe, 
why it came abroad ſo late: As ſuch a Book cannot be writ- 
ten in a day : ſo you mult needs know it cannot be Printed, 
when and where the Author pleaſes ;. and you did very ill 
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to put that'conceit of Expoſing, &c. in peoples heads, who 
had it not been for your YV;adication, would more generally 
have concluded from the FH/ory ; not that you were guilty 


of Apoſtl acy. or Perjury, but that you had taken the New page 4, 


Oath in ſome Senſe, or upon. ſome Principles whieh-iq 
rour own Conſciences you did believe conſiſtent with the 
doftrine of Non-reliſtance, and your former Oaths. 

This Inference will more naturally occur to the thoughts 
cf thoſe, who read the Hiſtory, than the other, and it you 
had well thought of ir, you might have ſpared the pains of 
your /iz4icatien ; Or if you had thought hit rogive the world 
an account upon what Principle you had taken the Oath, 
you ought to have forborn ſuch unjuſtifiable refletions, as 
you have made upon that Author in the Plural, Number; 
20d not have ſer forth him,and I know not how many,more, 
25 men that were content to Sacrifice the names of all, but an in- 


conſiderable number of their Brethren to their own reputation,that Page 4, 


they may be thought the ſtauch men, 'and fteddy to their Prin- 
ciples, 

c think the writing of the Hiſtory doth no more tend to 
the Sacrificing your names to their reputation, than the 
writing of many Books for the taking the Oath: doth Sa- 
crificerhem to-yours. Tour Books tempt ſome men tothink 
they ſtand off out of Pride and ſullennefs,. and th#, it may 
be,makes ſome think, that you have ated contrary to your 
Principles; but thele opinions of men, which. cannot be 
prevented, ought not to make you fall out, and treat one 
another,as you do, But as to thole Principles, to which you 
tauntingly ſay,they would ve rho ſtench, they are Church 
of Exg/and Principles, or they are not? it you could have 
proved they were not, then you had Written to: purpole 
againſt the Hiſtory ; but if they are, thenI know not why 
this inconſiderable number may not have a very good Title to 
the honourable charafer of \tanch and fteddy Men, who 


chuſe toſ#fer rather than take.an Oath ; which after reading 
all, 


[ 4 ] 


#8, that you have publiſhed to perſwade Men to take it, they 
yet think repugnant to that doCtrine, which you would nor 
be thought to have deſerted. 

But, good Sir, why inconſiderable number? may not the 
men be conſiderable, tho* the number is not ; or are we 
to judge of the cauſe by the number, or of the number by 
the cauſe? you forget that your Metropolitan is one of this 
inconſiderable number, you forget the men of parts, learn- 
ing, and probity that are in it alſo; nay you forget, who 
was the inconſiderable number in the reigns of Conſtantin, 
and Valens tn the Empire, and of Queen Mary in Englani, 
You cannot deny but the greater number were Apoſtates 
then, and therefore the greatneſs of the number cannot fe- 
cure you, but that they maybe ſo now, 

Burt :you ſay the Author of'the Hiſtory hath blackned thoſe 
of the Clergy, who have taken the Oaths, and ſome of them by 
name with deſerting that Principle, which they have formerly 
publiſhed to the World, But Sir, it ſeems-to me he hath 
blackned none of them, uni:{s they have blackned them: 
ſelves. He hath only produced a Cloud of Witnefles for 
Paſſive Obedience, whereof many have, and ſome have not 
taken the Oath; and if there is a repugnance between that 
doQrine, and taking of it, as your YV:zaication makes men 
ſuſpeQ, then the B/ackning, and Apoſtacy, about which you 
have made {o much pother, ought not to be imputed to the 
Hiſtory, or its Author, but to the nature of the things. 

The great endeavours the Clergy, and their Friends uſed 
to prevent the impoſing of the Oath, the great joy they ex- 
preſſed, at the alteration of the Bill in the Houſe of Lords, 
and the vilible reluctance with which many good, and lear- 
ned Men have fince taken it, are ſufficient proofs that there 
is at leaſt a great ſeeming diſagreement between the dottrin 
and the Oath, and yet for all that it doth not follow that 
they who have taken the Oath have deſerted the doCtrine, 
which as I hinted before, is your own raſh, invidious con- 
ſequence; 
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ſequence ; bur that they have either deſerted ir, or found a 
way of taking the Oath, which they judge conliſtent with it, 
and that this latter is the caſe of moſt that have taken it, 1 
will now ſhew. 

Firſt, Then ſome learned men, who ſtood out very long, 
at laſt took it, becauſe they were perſwaded, that the Go- 
vernment allow'd them to take it in ſuch a limited and qua- 
lifed ſenſe, as was not inconſiſtent with the doCtriqe, or their 
former Oaths, and theſe mea are no deſerters, 

Some of theſe again for the greater eaſe of their Conſci- 
ences, and preventing ſcandal, as they think, have taken the 
Oath with declarations, which abundantly ſecures them from 
all ſuſpicion of leaving their former Principles. 

But others, who have taken the Oath in the higheſt, and 
moſt unlimited ſenſe, as I perceive you have done, have ge- 
nerally taken it upon ſuch Principles, as leave the doCtrine 
of Paſſive Obeazence, and all its concomitant dottrines ſecure. 
Thoſe Principles are chiefly three, Poſſeſſion, Abdication and 
Conqueſt, tho* the two laſt ſeem plainly inconliſtent to ſome 
Mens underſtandings : for if the King, as you aſlert, was 
conquered, then he had good reaſon to fly, and by. conſe- 
quence did not abdicate his Kingdom;. Sore,.I confeſs, 
make a mixt Hypotheſis of two, or all theſe.cogether, but 
whatever theſe mens Hypotheſes be, fwmple or mixt, if they 
be true, they will reconcile the taking of the new Oath 
with the old doQtrines, and ſo they are ſecure from the 
ſcandal of Apoſtacy, which your Vindication more than the 
Hiſtory hath fixed upon them. 

There are others again , who juſtify the taking of the 
Oath upon ſuch Principles,as ſeem indeed to overthrow the 
DoRtine of Non-reliſtance, and the Author of the Hiſtory 
T confeſs is very angry at them, for embracing the doctrine 
of Hobbs, Milton, and Parſons, and if he blackens any in his 
Book with the imputation of Apoftacy, it is only theſe few 
men, They aſſert that power 1s originally in the pages 

that 
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that the foundation of all Government is in compaR, that 
the Crown of En21and is as conditional, as that of Poland; 
that a King falls from the Government when he endeavours 
to ſubvert the Conſtitution of it, and theſe are the ſanguine 
Caſuiſts, which boldly cut the Knot, which others of you 
tind fo difficult to unlooſe. It ſeems they tind enough in 
the Monaſtick Hiſtorians to ſatisfy their Conſciences, and to 
abſolve them from the Laws of the Kingdom, and the do. 
ctrine of the Church, for they make King Fohr's reign the 
ſtandard of our Goverament, and that which hath always 
been accounted the Popery of the Kingdom the very conſti- 
tution of it, and tho' theſe mens Principles, it they be true, 
will bravely acquit them of Perjury, yet, I confels, I cannot 
acquit them from revolting from that doctrine, which ſome 
of them with a witneſs have preached, and publiſhed to the 
World. 

Conqueſt of the Kings without a Conqueſt of the Ryjndom is 
the boztom, upon which you have undertaken to reconcile 
that doQtrine with taking the Oath. This is a nice ſubje&t 
for me to diſcuſs, but however I hope I may ask you twoor 
three Queſtions upon it, without danger or offence. 

I. Whether in all the Cafuiſtical Writers about Conqueſt 
you have ever read, that ſuch a Revolution, as ours was 
brought, as an inftance of Conquelt ? It is nothing hike the 
uſnal Examples of Alexander's Conqueſt over the Perſtans, 
: the Conquelt of the I/raelites over the Canaanites, and that 
of the Romans over their Provinces. 

II. Whether they allow a King to be conquered, when fns 
Kingdom 1s not conquered ? and if they do, whether they 
allow a King fo conquered can looſe his rights to the Crown 
and the allegiance ot his People: King John of France did 
not looſe his right to'the Crown, and his Peoples allegiance, 
when he was ſo conquered by the b/ack Prince, and- brought 
captive into Exgland ; nor Francis, when he was conquered 
{io hv Cher/-e the Fifth 


III. Whether 


32 


III. Whether they allow tubjeAs voluntarily to give a- 
way their allegiance, when they are not conquered ? for 
what ſubjects give up toa foreign Prince without Conquelt 
is freely Given. ; 

iV. Whether they determine a King to be conquered, as 
long as he is 11 a condition to proſecute his Right by War ? 
for Conſcience will be apt to think that he is not yet con- 
quered enough, who 1s 1n a Condition to relit, 

V. Whether allegiance can be due toa foreign Prince by 
rertue of Conquelt, who never pretended to be a Conque: 
ror, but diſclaims the Rights of Conquelt ? 

VI. How far they extend the right of Conquelt, and al- 
'ow the Conqueror to make ule of it ? 

Theſe, and ſome other Queſtions, which I could ask you, 
muſt be clearly diſcuſſed, and (tated, before you can pin the 
taking of the new Oath upon the Higheſt Peg of Non-reſiſt- 
ence, according to your Hypotheſis of Conquelt, 

From the {ſeveral accounts, which I have here ſet down, 
of Mens taking the new Oath, and particularly from the in- 
ſufficiency of your own, you may ſee it is not {v eafie a task, 
as you would make it, to reconcile the taking of it with the 
old dotrine of the rights of ſoveraign Princes, and the du- 
ties of Non-reliltance. If it were ſo very eaſfie, thoſe who 
take the Oath, could not take it in ſo many ſenſes, and upon 
lo miny different Principles, and ſince you are nat ſatisfied 
with one anothers ſeaſes, and Principles, you ought to have 


a great tenderneſs for thole who cannot take it in any of 


your diſagreeing ſ{en{es, nor upon any principle at all. 
You do not ſeem to have contidered this by your TEXT 


upon your Title Page. Let us therefore a little confider the ſibt 


dottrines in the Hiffory, concerning the rights of ſoveraign 


Princes, and the duties of Non-refiſtance. As to the firlt, © 


we read enough to this purpole, that the rights of a Sove- 
ra1gn are, that he is accountable to none but God, that he 
cannot be judged, depoicd, or deprived by his SubjeQts, nor 
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forfeit his Government to them, that they have no power 
over him, norany right to take the Sword without Com. 
miſhon from him, and therctore when he is once King, he 
mult conti:ue to be ſo, till hedies, or freely and voluntari. 
ly religns. From hence it follows, that the Subjects of 
fuch a Soveraign Prince cannot diſpole of his Crown, nor 
renounce his Right to reign over them, nor transferr their 
natural and ſworn Allegiance from him without his con. 
lent. 

All theſe Duties are ſo plainly involved in the DoQrine 
of Non-reſiſtance, that I aflure you there is noneed of 4: 
theiſtical and d:bauched Perſons to make the people diſcern 
them, and ifany of them chance to be ſcandalized at the 
taking of the New Oath upon reading the Hiſtory, neither 
the Author nor the Doctrine of it are an{werable for that, 
but only the Takers; to whom ſome will be provoked to 
think that Text more juſtly applicable, till you can prove, 
that the taking of the Oath is »o whit repugnant to the 
doQrine of Non-reliftance, which for all your confidence 
you have not yet done, tho', I would to God you had done 
it with ſucceſs. 

[ hear there js an Apolog; a writing by way of Anſwer to 
che Hiſtory for taking of the Oath, and I proteſt to you, 
I heartily wiſh it all the ſucceſs that any Apology ever had, 
{t is evident the Hiſtory it felt hath made it needful ; for the 
Author of the view of Dr. M's Sermon faith plainly, that 
rour later Diſcourſes andPrattices notoriouſly contraditt your for- 
mer DoQrines, and it hath alſo put common Readers upon 
2nquiry, how the Authors of ſuch DoCQtrines can conſiſtent- 
jy with their old principles take the new Oath ? 

I tell you this, becauſe you are fo warm againſt your un- 
zortunate Brethren, who think themſelves pot yet acquitted 
from their formex Oaths., You ao not ſtick to ſay they matt 
Idols of their Kings : but Ibeſcech youto tell me, did they 
make an Idol of K. J. in all his Majeſty and Glory ? - 

ener 
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they not withſtand his Arbitrary power by fuch means 9: 


the Law allows Were they not Cloſeted, S1ſpended, 211d 
Impriſoned, as well as others, and did they not boldly preach 
and write againlt his 14o/ Popery : and in ſhort,did they Ido 
lize him more than your ſzIf ? But once more, why make Innl® 
of their Kings! The Doctrines to which zhey certainly ad 
here, oblige them to all Soveraigns, as wellas Kings, I: 
1snot Kings, as lingle perſons, but as Supream, that they 
give that Veneration to, which you miſcal Ido/iziag ; and in 
other Governments they would Idolize Senates. and Conner 
tions, with the ſame immutable Faith and Allegiance, ther 
they here Iao/ize Kings. 1 know none of them that 1do/ize 
the King more than the Law of the Kingdom doth. But 
however, Sir, I thank you for the Phraſe, I never read i: 
before, but in Hugh Peters's Tryal, who made the people 
his Idol, and faid the office of a Aing ws dangerons, o2:4 uſe 
ks, which I am afraid many men ſtill ſay in their hearts. 
Nay, you ſay, the world is chiefly beholdez to them for ar- 
bitrary aud tyrannical Kjngs, and if I hada mind to return 
upon you, 1 could as well ſay,” that the worid hath been 
beholden to others, for ſo many Covenants, Aſſociations 
and Rebellions. But, Sir, why muſt chey be blamed for the 
Tyranny of Kings? Blame the Dottrine, if you pleaſe, 
and the Church which hath taught it, but let the men go 
free. If Kings fin becauſe the grace of God abounds to- 
wards them, as his Vicegerents; the blame is to be laid, 
neither indeed on the Doctrine, nor thoſe who teach it, 
but on their own wicked hearts ; and you would do well 
to conſider, whether we have not had, as many gracious 
Kings, under the preaching of it ſince the Reformation, as 
in any other Kingdom, where it 1s neither taught nor 
believed. - The Fr. King was not made a Tyrant by it, 
for that is no Popiſh doctrine: and in like manner, it was 
King James's zeal for Popery, and not this —_— 
2 whic 
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which was the cauſe of his mi{-doings. 


Youalſotell them with great civility, that they are in. 


conſiderative to amazement of the Prior Obligation they are 
under to their Religion, and the Community of which they are 
Members. Bat Sir, in ſaying ſo, you ſeem inconſiderate to 
amazement your ſelf, Methinks the Hiſtory, if you never 
talked with any of them, might have convinced you, that 
they are not unmindful of the Obligation they are under to 
their Religion, lince it is the ſente of that, and1 believe that 
alone, which keeps them from Swearing. They believe 
there are ſome means and methods by which Religion will 
not be preſerved, and they think it a very diſhonourable, 
and prepoſterous way to prelerve it by Practices contrary to 
its Precepts: and if in this they are 7conſiaerative to amaze- 
ment ; the Primitive Chriſtians ia the decennial Perlecu- 
tion were {0 too, 

As to the Community of which they axe Members, they wiſh 
it, as wellas you do, and underitand the true 1nterelt of 
it, and are willing to promote it by all juſt and Legal ways; 
but then they believe that «he Community neither dittulive, 
nor repreſentative hath any right by Law, or Goſpel to di- 
ſtreſs the King by Arms, or transfer his Crown, and their 
own Allegiance without his conſent. They are alſo per- 
{waded that it tends more to the ſafety of the Community 
to bear a Tyrannical King, than to relilt his Tyranny, 
and unhinge the Government by force; and whether their 
Opinion, or the contrary 1s truelt, they think Time, and Ex- 
perience have ſufficiently ſhewn.. You are forced to ac- 
knowledge, that Saizs Populi hath been abuſed to moſt wicked 
purpoſes, and I believe, you will allo acknowledge that it 
hath been more abuſed in This Kingdom by the SubjeQts, 
than Non-refiſtance by the Kings: and if you had under- 
ſtood it in Biſhop Saxder/or's lenſe ( who ſure was not in 
conſiderate to amazement) that Selnus Poputi, the welfare of 
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the people principally includes the preſervation of the Heat), 
and his Rights : You would. have been aſhamed to aſſert, 
that that Maxim develts K. F. of his Crown, and diſlo!res 
our Obligation to him, 

By thele and ſome other paſſages you make me ſulpeR, 


” 
, 


that you do not believe the Doctrine of Paſſrve Obedience, 
as the Church of Ezg/and hath taught it, 'but thar your 
Paſſfve Obedience is ſuch an one as is conlitient with reliſting 
of Soveraign Authority. What you alſo mean by he heb. 
eſt peg of it, I cannot gueſs ; for Non-reſiſtance 15 Non re- 
ſiltance all over, and pre{uppoles Injultice, Oppreſſion, and 
Perſecution in all degrees; and I defire you to conſider, 
whether under a limited Monarchy, there can be any occa- 
ſion for it, tiil Kings break their Oaths, and violate their 
Laws and exertiſe Arbitrary power. They mult firſt in- 
vade the rights of the People, before they can be called to 
the exerciſe of this Self-denying Doctrine. We can ne- 
ver ſuffer till our Kings begin to rule ina way ſubverſive of 
the Government ; nor ever ſuffer to any trying degree of 
Perſecution, till they ſer up illegal Courts or govern by the 
Sword, 

But perhaps you will ſay, that ſingle perſons, or families 
ought to ſuffer but nat the Community. To which I aniwer, 
that the Community is made up of fingle perſons, and fami- 
lies, and when one perſon, or family, or Corporation fufters 
Illegally in a common Cauſe, the whole Community ſut- 
fers with it, and therefore to what purpoſe hath this Do- 
trine been ſo carefully taught by our Church and her 
Divines, and You among the reſt, unlefs we are to ſubmic 
to our Kings when they turn Tyrants, aad: ſubvert the 
Laws. 

Our Church and her Clergy, hath all along taught the 
doctrine of Suffering, with a particular eye to this very 


cale, if God to puniſh us for our fins ſhould futter our Kings 
to 
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to turn Tyrants, therefore we mult either abſolutely gif 
claim it, which you are unwilling to do, or elſe ſuffer patj. 
ently againſt Law, when there 1s no other remedy but Arms, 
which neither our Religion, nor the Law, which makes it 
our Property, allow. 

In the 9, 8 10. pag. you upbraid the Compilers of the 
Hiſtory, as you call a ſingle Author, with not aſſiſting K, 
James, and ſcoffingly ask them, Why they did not at leait 
mind the People of their duty, and excite them to it, Pray Sir, 
did you do lo, or no? If you did not, the ſame reaſon that 
will juſtifie, or excuſe you, will alſo juſtitie or excuſe them, 
Your Conſcience tells you, that neither you nor they then 
thought, that the King could have loſt his Kingdoms, and 
I mult further tell you, becauſe you ſeem to pinch them 
with your queſtion, that feveral of them did at their great 
hazard remind their People of the duty of Nor reſiſtance, 
and particularly, the Author of this Book ; For tho' you 
are pleaſed to tell them, that hazard ought not to diſcourage 
Miniſters from a Neceſſary duty , yet I muſt tell you, that 
perhaps a» Apoſtle 1s not bound to run the danger of ſuch 
hazard, and to fo little purpoſe. You cannot have forgot 
the rage and madneſs of the Rabble all over the Kingdom 
at that time, and when the Papiſts ſhall equally upbraid 
both ſides, as you upbraid one with ſilently looking on, then 
I believe, you will think your common confidence, that the 
King would not ſuffer by your ſilence, and the terror of the 
Mob. good topicks of excuſe. 

I find you p. 13. reviving the old diſtintion betwixt the 
Kings political capacity, and his perſonal intereſt, or perſon, 
and thereby implying, as the Spexcers did in Edward the Se- 
cond's time, that it 1s lawful for the People to ſeparate his 
Perſon from his Power, and govern in default of him, when 
he doth not govern according to Law. But then I muſt 
tell you, that this DoQtrine was ſolemnly condemned by 
two 
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two Parliaments, one in Eaward the Second, and the other 
in Edvard the Third's time. It was alſo revived 50. Years 
ago, and as ſolemnly condemned, tho? not exprelly, yer in 
ettet by two or three Atts of Parliament ſince the Reſtau- 
ration, and I pray you to tell me, asa Divine, is it not the 
King's perſon his natural perſon, that 15 anointed, and which 
we are bound to honour, and over which the Law tells us 
we have no coercive power, and whoſe death it makes 
High Treaſon to compaſs, or imagine, as alſo to take up 
Arms againſt him, and which, in ſhort, was depoſed in 
Richard the Second, and murdered in Charles the Firſt. 
Give me leave allo to tell you, that you run from your 
Argument of Conqueſt, in the attempt you have made to 
abſolve us from our old Oath of Allegiance, with this di- 
ſtin&tion, and the welfare of the People, which is called the 
higheſt Law, If Conqueſt will do, what need of this The- 
ory, and if this will do, what need of that ? but you do 
wiſely in having two Strings for your Bow. 

You amaze me with your amazing providences, pag: 14. 
Major-General Harriſon argued at his Tryal juſt ſo, and 
truly that way of arguing, tho' now again in faſhion, be- 
comes a Terk better than a Chriſtian, and a Fifth-Monarchy 
man much better than a Church of Exzg/and Divine. Had 
a Novice in Divinity argued fo, it might have been excu- 
ſable, but there is no excuſe for ſuch as you, who it may be 
ſaw the amazing providences 50. Years ago, and who muſt 
needs know, that God permits many amazing things, which 
he doth not approve : For as he lets his Sun ſhine on the 
Good and on the Evil: So he gives amazing ſucceſſes to 
bad Princes and Cauſes (witneſs the * French viftories) as 
well as to the Good, 

* According to that of the French Poet. 
Una dies B----0s, Burgundos hebdomas una. 
Una Lotharingos Luna. Quid annus erit ? 
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' 1 ſhould remark ſome other Paſſages in your Book, but 
chat to uſe your own phraſe, there may be hazard in touch- 
ing of them. In anſwer to one of them, I could refer you 
tro an excellegt ſaying, in Dr. B.'s anſwer to Par/. Pac. and 
whereas you ſuppoſe in your lait Paragraph, that all, who 
have taken the New Oath, have transferred their Allegj. 
ance, as you have done, I mult tell you, if you know it not 
before; that they do not think ſo. And I beſeech you to 
conſider, that the reaſon why ſo many good Men ſtand out, 
1s not that they are fond of K. James, or expect more than 
you from him, but becauſe they cannot transfer their Alle- 
Fiance with a quiet Conſcience, but when God ſhall take 
away that which 7:7, then they will readily transfer it, 
and become as good Liege-Subjects, as you can delire them 
£0 be. 

In the mean time, Sir, I hope you, and all good Men will 
pity. the 7nconſtderable number, whole Conlciences direft 
chem againſt rheir intereſts, and zxc/izations, T wo of them, 
Learned, and Holy Biſhops, have declared on their Death- 
Beds, that if Death had been the Penalty of not taking the 
Oath, they muſt have offered their Lives to redeem their 
Conſciences. They were good Men, and good reaſoners 
too, and I hope their declarations, it they were made pub- 
lick, would ſatishe honeſt Men of all Per{waſions, that it 1 
neither pride, nor peeviihneſs, nor any other evil paſſion, 
nor yet any worldly hopes, or expectations, but a full per- 
{waſion, or juſt fear of Perjury that keeps others alſo from 
taking the Oatn. | 

I alſo hope it will be conſidered of what Church they 
are Miniſters, what an Ornament many of them in ther 
reſpective Relations have been unto it, how conſtant they 
were to their Profeſſion in the late time of tryal, and how 
ſtoutly they ſtood with their Brethren in the breach. Thetc 
taings, and rhe hardneſs of their Caſe, {ſeem to call jor pit) 
110M 


- ſing ſentence of wilful blindneſs upon them, to make them 
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from all good Church-men, both among the Clergy, and 

the Laity, tho' a late uncharitable /ay * Gentleman, who * Mr. Boku re wy 
pretends to be a good Church-man, faith, he hopes they will FR piece 

not meet with much compaſſion, that js in his figure, with none Deavine of 

at all, He hopes it, becauſe they are blind, and wilful men, Nomreſit- 

but if he indeed be the Church-man he pretends to be, I =ro_ 

hope he-will repent before his next offering, both of the 

raſhneſs of his judgment,and the #ncharitableneſs of his wiſh. 

By what principle of the Church of Exg/azd will he juſtify 


himſelf for ſitting in judgment upon his Teachers, and pal- 


odious to the People ? Is this conſiſtent with the reverence 
which the Church teaches to be due to the Fathers and Pa- 
ſors of it ? Is it conſiſtent with Chriſtian Charity to treat 
them as the Pagers treated their Predeceſſors, the Apoſtles, 
and Presbyters, when they dreſſed them up in the Skins of 
Beaſts, and expoſed them as the filth, and off ſcourings of 
the World ? What have they done contrary to the Church- 
es Doftrine, or the Example of their Predeceſſors, or their 
own Principles to deſerve this uſage ? How comes he, who 
not long ſince thought many of them ſo venerable for their 
Candor, Learning, and Judgmert, now to proclaim them 
blind, and wilfal, and to wiſh ſo much evil to them, to 
whom he formerly wiſhed, and had reaſon to wiſh ſome 
of them ſo much good ? If they are in an error, it would 
have much better become his character, and pretenſions, to 
have excuſed it, and apologized for them, and inſtead of 
making their Friends their Enemies, to have made their 
Enemies their Friends. Their puniſhment is like to be 
grievous enough without any acceſſion, he needed not 
have added affliction to the miſerable, but they truſt in 
God, who is able to do them more good, than he can do 
them hurt, and fince he hath fo frankly told the World, 


he hath no bowels for them, he may be ſure none of theſe 
C blind 
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blind men will ask Bread at his Door. But as blind as he 
thinks them, they can /ook unto Jeſus the Author, and $- 
niſher of their faith, and according to his Precepts, and Ex- 
ample, pray for thoſe, that deſpitefully uſe them, and for 
him in particular, that God may have more compaſſion for 
him, than it ſeems he hath, or is willing others ſhould 
have for them. All the. ground of his diſpleaſure againſt 
them is, that they are afraid of Perjury, a Sin, which he 
himſelf ſets forth, as: moſt deteſtable and dreadful, in the 
IX, Section. of his Juſtice of Peace, whither I refer him, 
and the Readers, eſpecially thoſe with whom he is ſo an- 
ory for not taking the Oath, 
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